
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-1 March 2015 

PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-P 

PC-P1 

 

PC-P2 

 

 
1 

1 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-2 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P3 

 

PC-P4 

 

 
1 

 
 
1 

2 

3 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-3 March 2015 

PC-P4 Continued 

 

PC-P4 Continued 

 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

10 

11 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-4 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P4 Continued 

 

PC-P5 

 

1 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-5 March 2015 

PC-P6 

 

PC-P7 

 

1 

2 

3 

2 
3 

5 

4 

1 

6 

7 
8 
9 
10 
11 

12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-6 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P7 Continued 

 

 

 

 

 

PC-P8 

 

18 

19 
20 
21 
22 

1 

2 

3 

 
4 

5 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-7 March 2015 

PC-P9 

 

PC-P10 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-8 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P11 

 

PC-P12 

 

1 

1 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-9 March 2015 

PC-P13 

 

PC-P14 

 

 
1 

1 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-10 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P15 

 

PC-P16 

 

1 

1 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-11 March 2015 

PC-P17 

 

PC-P18 

 

1 1 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-12 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P19 

 

PC-P20 

 

1 

1 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-13 March 2015 

PC-P20 Translation 

 

 

 

PC-P21 

 

 

 

PC-P22 

 

PC-P23 

 

 

 

PC-P24 

 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-14 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P25 

 

PC-P26 

 

1 

3 

2 

1 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-15 March 2015 

PC-P27 

 

PC-P28 

 

1 

1 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-16 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P29 

 

PC-P29 Continued 

 

1 

2 

2 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-17 March 2015 

PC-P30 

 

PC-P31 

 

1 

1 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-18 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P31 Continued 

 

PC-P32 

 

1 

1 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-19 March 2015 

PC-P33 

 

PC-P34 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

 
 
1 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-20 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P34 Continued 

 

PC-P35 

 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

 
1 

 
2 

 
 
 
3 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-21 March 2015 

PC-P35 Continued 

 

PC-P35 Continued 

 

3 

 
4 

 
 
 
5 

 
6 

 
 
7 

8 

9 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-22 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P35 Continued 

 

PC-P35 Continued 

 

9 

 
10 

 
11 

12 

13 

14 

 
15 

16 

17 

18 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-23 March 2015 

PC-P35 Continued 

 

PC-P35 Continued 

 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-24 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P36 

 

PC-P37 

 

1 

 
 
1 

2 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-25 March 2015 

PC-P37 Continued 

 

PC-P37 Continued 

 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-26 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P37 Continued 

 

PC-P37 Continued 

 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

 
 
 
23 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-27 March 2015 

PC-P38 

 

PC-P39 

 

 
 
1 

 
 
1 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-28 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

PC-P40 

 

 
 
1 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-P-29 March 2015 

RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-P 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P1 

Comment PC-P1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P2 

Comment PC-P2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P3 

Comment PC-P3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P4 

Comment PC-P4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-P4-2 

The project includes Measures VIS-1 through VIS-4, VIS-6 through VIS-9, and VIS-18 through 
VIS-20 related to preservation of existing vegetation and replacement vegetation. 
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Comment PC-P4-3 

Replacement of existing soundwalls in-kind is based on the height of the existing soundwall. 
Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-P4-4 

Relocation of the existing poles and overhead lines next to the existing soundwall along Almond 
Avenue is not required for Alternative 1. Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of these 
existing poles and overhead lines. Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid 
relocation of the soundwall under Alternatives 2 and 3, which would not require relocation of the 
existing poles and overhead lines. Please see Response to Comment PC-P4-3. 

Comment PC-P4-5 

There are two types of noise barriers “replacement in-kind” as part of the design features for this 
project. The first in-kind replacement occurs when an existing soundwall must be removed, 
relocated, and replaced in-kind along the project alignment where space is needed for the 
proposed project’s additional lanes and required safety features. The second in-kind replacement 
is needed where parts of an existing overpass embankment that blocks traffic noise in the 
existing setting has to be removed. 

Under Alternative 1, the existing 18-ft-high soundwall along Almond Avenue would remain as-
is and untouched. Since the public meetings, design modifications were made to Alternative 3 
that would allow the same existing soundwall to also remain as-is; however, the design changes 
required to change Alternative 2 enough to allow the existing wall to remain as-is are not 
acceptable to current design and safety standards. Under Alternative 2, sections of the existing 
soundwall would need to be removed, relocated, and replaced in-kind along the project 
alignment where space is needed for the proposed project’s additional lanes and required safety 
features. The current maximum preferred height for soundwalls in California is 16 ft due to 
seismic issues; however, this soundwall would be replaced at the original 18-ft height due to the 
policy of in-kind replacement.  

Soundwall S1142 is shown in Figures 21 and 22 in Appendix N – Noise Information within the 
Draft EIR/EIS. The replace in-kind symbology is used in place of the existing wall symbology 
where portions of the existing wall would need to be modified for the project. 

Please also see Common Responses – Almond Avenue Soundwall and Noise/Noise Analysis. 
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Comment PC-P4-6 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P4-3. 

Comment PC-P4-7 

Please see Common Response – Measure M Funding. 

Comment PC-P4-8 

As described in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, emissions will be reduced under all of the 
build alternatives compared to the future No Build Alternative, and no permanent adverse 
project-related air quality effects were identified. Please see Common Response – Air Quality. 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, a Supplemental Traffic 
Study has been prepared to address potential operational concerns in the city of Long Beach and 
Los Angeles County, and Section 3.1.6 of the Final EIR/EIS was updated accordingly. Please see 
Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-P4-9 

All comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS have been responded to and are included in 
Appendix R of the Final EIR/EIS. 

Comment PC-P4-10 

Renewed Measure M was passed by the voters of Orange County, and the proposed project was 
included in that measure. For additional information, please see Common Response – Measure 
M Funding.  

Comment PC-P4-11 

Project-related construction and operational air quality and noise effects were analyzed in detail 
in the project Air Quality Technical Study and Noise Study Report. As described in Sections 
3.2.6 and 3.2.7, project-related emission and noise levels associated with any of the three build 
alternatives would be less than the future No Build Alternative. 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification, Noise/Noise Analysis, Air 
Quality, and Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P5 

Comment PC-P5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Please see Response to Comment PC-B20-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P6 

Comment PC-P6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-P6-2 

MSATs have the greatest potential to affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project. 
Although the various alternatives would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is 
anticipated that MSAT exposure, including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT 
emissions are likely lower than existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA’s and 
California’s control programs that are projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see 
Common Response – Health Risks. 

The I-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a 
major change because I-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans 
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway 
widening near a home. Please see Common Response – Property Values. 

Comment PC-P6-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P6-1 and Common Response – Preferred Alternative 
Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P7 

Comment PC-P7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-P7-2 

Relocating the gas lines in College Park East is one of three options. The option (Option 1) that 
retains the gas/petroleum lines on the south side of I-405 within Navy jurisdiction is the 
preferred option and will be pursued. Please see Common Response – Relocation of Gas Lines.  

Comment PC-P7-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P7-1. 

Comment PC-P7-4 

The I-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a 
major change because I-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans 
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway 
widening near a home. Please see Common Response – Property Values. 

Comment PC-P7-5 

Please see Common Response – Compensation for Construction Impacts. 

Comment PC-P7-6 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P7-1. 

Comment PC-P7-7 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P7-1. 

Comment PC-P7-8 

Project-related construction and operational air quality and noise effects were analyzed in detail 
in the project Air Quality Technical Study and Noise Study Report. As described in Section 3.2.6 
of the Draft EIR/EIS, project-related air emissions associated with the Preferred Alternative 
would be less than the future No Build Alternative. 

Please also see Common Responses – Air Quality and Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-P7-9 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P7-1. 
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Comment PC-P7-10 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P7-1. 

Comment PC-P7-11 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P7-2. 

Comment PC-P7-12 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, a Supplemental Traffic 
Study has been prepared to address potential operational concerns in the city of Long Beach and 
Los Angeles County, and Section 3.1.6 of the Final EIR/EIS was updated accordingly. Please see 
Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-P7-13 

With respect to coordination with Los Angeles County, please see Common Response –
Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, COG, and the 
City of Long Beach.  

Comment PC-P7-14 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P7-12. 

Comment PC-P7-15 

As described in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, emissions will be reduced under all of the 
build alternatives compared to the future No Build Alternative, and no permanent adverse 
project-related air quality effects were identified. 

Comment PC-P7-16 

MSATs have the greatest potential to affect health of the residents located adjacent to the project. 
Although the various alternatives would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is 
anticipated that MSAT exposure, including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT 
emissions are likely lower than existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA’s and 
California’s control programs that are projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see 
Common Response – Health Risks. 

Comment PC-P7-17 

Under the No Build Alternative, vehicles entering I-405 northbound from Seal Beach Boulevard 
must merge one lane left to access I-605 and one more lane left to continue on I-405 northbound. 
Under all of the build alternatives, one lane change plus a lane merge downstream of the SR-22 
westbound off-ramp would be required to reach I-605 and two additional lane changes to reach 
I-405.  
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Comment PC-P7-18 

Based on the Traffic Study conducted for the Draft EIR/EIS, the project includes improvements 
to Seal Beach Boulevard under all of the build alternatives. 

Comment PC-P7-19 

We acknowledge the opposition to tolling, and it will be considered during identification of the 
Preferred Alternative. Please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-P7-20 

Under Alternative 3, HOVs would use the Express Lanes free, provided they meet the occupancy 
eligibility requirement. If HOVs with only two occupants choose not to use the Express Lanes, 
toll prices will be adjusted to attract replacement vehicles to the Express Lanes. The volume of 
traffic in the Express Lanes is independent of the occupancy requirement for free HOV use of the 
Express Lanes. Because the Express Lanes have more throughput during congested hours than 
the GP lanes, the GP lanes will benefit from diversion of traffic from the GP lanes to the Express 
Lanes.  

Comment PC-P7-21 

The experience on SR-91 is that motorists from all income groups use the Express Lanes. No one 
is obligated to use the Express Lanes in Alternative 3. Express Lanes provide an option for a 
reliable uncongested trip in exchange for payment of a toll. 

Comment PC-P7-22 

Slow-moving congested freeway lanes have lower and unstable throughput compared to 
uncongested lanes. During peak periods, the GP lanes on I-405 are forecast to be heavily 
congested with lower throughput (approximately 1,200 vehicles per lane per hour) than the 
Express Lanes, whose throughput will be managed to approximately 1,700 vehicles per lane per 
hour. For an explanation of how this management works, see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. By 
providing more throughput per lane through management of the Express Lanes, traffic in the GP 
lanes would be reduced and congestion eased; for two conditions with the same total number of 
lanes and congested conditions, congestion in the GP lanes would be less if two of the lanes were 
managed to increase their throughput. Because the Express Lanes can carry more traffic than the 
congested GP lanes, the additional increment of traffic carried by the Express Lanes would be 
removed from the GP lanes, thereby reducing the volume of traffic and level of congestion in the 
GP lanes. Please see the rows of Table 3.1.6-14 labeled “Brookhurst Street to SR-22 East” for a 
comparison of the throughput of Alternatives 2 and 3 with the same total number of lanes. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-P8 

Comment PC-P8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-P8-2 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-P8-3 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, a Supplemental Traffic 
Study has been prepared to address potential operational concerns in the city of Long Beach and 
Los Angeles County, and Section 3.1.6 of the Final EIR/EIS was updated accordingly. Please see 
Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. With the 
Preferred Alternative, traffic entering from the Seal Beach Boulevard loop on-ramp would need 
to change one lane to stay on I-405. 

Comment PC-P8-4 

With the additional lane being added, the configuration at the location of the Seal Beach 
Boulevard on-ramp and the downstream 7th Street exit will remain as the conditions proposed for 
the WCC Project, where one lane shift is required to stay on I-405. 

Comment PC-P8-5 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P7-22. 

It is correct that access to the Express Lanes will be limited.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P9 

Comment PC-P9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, a Supplemental Traffic 
Study has been prepared to address potential operational concerns in the city of Long Beach and 
Los Angeles County, and Section 3.1.6 of the Final EIR/EIS was updated accordingly. Please see 
Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-P9-2 

Safety is of the utmost concern and is built into the design. Appropriate lengths for merge 
conditions have been provided. Furthermore, the additional lanes involved with the project 
improvements have been closely analyzed to benefit the traveling public. 

Comment PC-P9-3 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-P9-4 

The specific language in Measure M2 with respect to Project K states that the project would “add 
new lanes to the San Diego Freeway [I-405] between I-605 and SR-55, generally within the 
existing ROW. The project will make best use of available freeway property, update 
interchanges, and widen all local overcrossings according to city and regional master plans.” 
This language does not explicitly preclude use of Measure M2 funding for tolled facilities, nor 
does Measure M2 limit transportation improvements to those specified in the measure. Please see 
Common Response – Measure M Funding. 

Comment PC-P9-5 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P10 

Comment PC-P10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P11 

Comment PC-P11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P12 

Comment PC-P12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P13 

Comment PC-P13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P14 

Comment PC-P14-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P15 

Comment PC-P15-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P16 

Comment PC-P16-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P17 

Comment PC-P17-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P18 

Comment PC-P18-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P19 

Comment PC-P19-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-P20 

Comentario PC-P20-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-P-40 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-P20 

Comment PC-P20-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P21 

Comment PC-P21-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P22 

Comment PC-P22-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

The Draft EIR/EIS documents existing and anticipated congestion on I-405 in the project area in 
Tables 3.1.6-4, 3.1.6-5, 3.1.6-12, and 3.1.6-13. Alternative 3 includes tolled Express Lanes in the 
median of I-405. Transit vehicles will use the Express Lanes without a toll.  

BRT in the median of I-405 was considered in the Draft EIR/EIS. Alternatives M8 and M11, 
covered respectively on pages 2-44 and 2-47, included BRT with stations in the median of I-405 
beneath overcrossing bridges. These alternatives are included in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 
2.2.7, Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Consideration. That section explains each of 
those alternatives and why they were eliminated. For a graphic summary of those alternatives, 
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please see Figure 2-8 of the Final EIR/EIS. Please also see Common Response – Elimination of 
LRT and BRT Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P23 

Comment PC-P23-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

We appreciate the identification of other potential improvements on Orange County freeways. 
Renewed Measure M was passed by the voters of Orange County, and the proposed project was 
included in that measure. For additional information, please see Common Response – Measure 
M Funding. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P24 

Comment PC-P24-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P25 

Comment PC-P25-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P26 

Comment PC-P26-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

The SR-91 Express Lanes are considered successful traffic management. They do not eliminate 
congestion in the GP lanes; they provide an option to that congestion to motorists willing to pay 
a toll. The tolls are set at the rates necessary to maintain high-speed operations. For an 
explanation of how this management works, see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. For additional 
information, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

All of the build alternatives are anticipated to reduce congestion in the I-405 corridor; none are 
expected to eliminate congestion in the corridor, including Alternative 2, which would add two 
GP lanes in each direction. The levels of congestion expected under each of the build alternatives 
are summarized in the Final EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 
through 3.1.6-14. 

Comment PC-P26-2 

No one is obligated to use the Express Lanes in Alternative 3. Express Lanes provide an option 
for a reliable uncongested trip in exchange for payment of a toll. OCTA has indicated that 
improvements to I-405 in addition to those identified in Alternative 1 would not be funded with 
Renewed Measure M revenues. The additional increment of cost of Alternative 3 compared to 
Alternative 1 would be bonded against anticipated toll revenue and not require any additional 
taxes. 

Comment PC-P26-3 

The masonry block construction of proposed soundwalls is the current design and application 
standard under the State of California. Any additional aesthetic treatments are on a project-to-
project basis. During final design, workshops regarding aesthetic treatments could occur that 
involve stakeholders and city representatives that received input from the residents and public. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P27 

Comment PC-P27-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-P28 

Comment PC-P28-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P29 

Comment PC-P29-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Comment PC-P29-2 

Caltrans and OCTA acknowledge your support for the project. Please note that the project will 
not reduce traffic but would reduce traffic congestion on I-405.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P30 

Comment PC-P30-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

With respect to the I-605 southbound GP connector to I-405 southbound, Alternatives 1 and 2, as 
presented in the Draft EIR/EIS, would provide two full lanes from I-605 southbound onto 
southbound I-405. Alternative 3, as shown in the Draft EIR/EIS, would provide a single lane; 
however, this may be reconsidered during final design.  

The current delay from I-405 southbound to eastbound SR-22 will be relieved when construction 
of the WCC Project is complete and the branch connector restored to its preconstruction number 
of lanes and the new HOV direct connector from the southbound I-405 HOV lanes to the 
eastbound SR-22 HOV lane.  
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Response to Comment Letter PC-P31 

Comment PC-P31-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P32 

Comment PC-P32-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P33 

Comment PC-P33-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-P34 

Comment PC-P34-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Comment PC-P34-2 

Please see Response to Comment CG4-1. 
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Comment PC-P34-3 

Please see Response to Comment CG4-2. 

Comment PC-P34-4 

Please see Response to Comment CG4-3. 

Comment PC-P34-5 

Hopkinson Elementary School was considered in the Draft EIR/EIS, as applicable. Hopkinson 
Elementary School was evaluated as a potential Section 4(f) resource and is shown in Table 2 
and Figure 2 of Appendix B as it relates to Section 4(f). Hopkinson Elementary School is also 
shown as Number 32 in Figure 3.1.1-4 in the Draft EIR/EIS. The Draft EIR/EIS evaluated 
sensitive air quality receptors within 500 ft of the centerline, and no significant air quality effects 
on any sensitive receptor were identified. Hopkinson Elementary School is located greater than 
500 ft from the centerline (see Figure 3.2.6-3); therefore, no substantial project-related effects on 
air quality at Hopkinson Elementary School are anticipated. Additionally, the nearest 
representative noise receptors (R6.48, R6.49, R6.50, R6.51, and R6.52) are shown in L-26 in 
Appendix N5, which are protected by 14- to 16-ft-high soundwalls. As shown in Appendix N1 
(Table G-18, page G-80), there is no change in dBA between existing and future build noise 
levels for the Preferred Alternative at R6.48 through R6.51. At R6.52, there is a reduction of 
4 dBA between the existing and design year build (Preferred Alternative) noise level. Hopkinson 
Elementary School is located approximately 275 ft and two rows of houses farther east than 
R6.48 and R6.53. No project-related increases in noise at Hopkinson Elementary School are 
anticipated. 

Comment PC-P34-6 

Please see Response to Comment CG4-4. 

Comment PC-P34-7 

Please see Response to Comment CG4-5. 

Comment PC-P34-8 

Please see Response to Comment CG4-6. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P35 

Comment PC-P35-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
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your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-P35-2 

There is an established process to change the priorities embedded in the Renewed Measure M 
extension. Section 12 of Ordinance No. 3 Renewed Measure M Transportation Ordinance and 
Investment Plan (available at http://www.octa.net/pdf/m2ordinance.pdf) documents that process.  

Comment PC-P35-3 

We acknowledge the support of the comment for Alternative 1. With respect to differences in 
cost, Table 1-10 on page 1-18 in the Final EIR/EIS shows the total costs of the build alternatives. 
Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification.  

Comment PC-P35-4 

None of the proposed build alternatives would add an additional HOV lane.  

Comment PC-P35-5 

Changing the HOV lanes to part time is not part of the proposed build alternatives. The Financial 
Plan shows the sources of funding for the Preferred Alternative.  

Alternatives with LRT and BRT are included in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 2.2.7, Alternatives 
Considered but Eliminated from Consideration. That section explains each of those alternatives 
and why they were eliminated. Please also see Common Response – Elimination of LRT and 
BRT Alternatives. 

All of the overcrossing bridges from Ward Street to Bolsa Chica Road will require replacement 
under any of the build alternatives.  

Comment PC-P35-6 

There is nothing in Renewed Measure M that either precludes or requires additional 
improvements beyond the single GP lane proposed in Alternative 1. OCTA has indicated that 
improvements to I-405 in addition to those identified in Alternative 1 would not be funded with 
Renewed Measure M revenues. There is no plan for a voter referendum on the I-405 
Improvement Project.  

Comment PC-P35-7 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P35-6. 

http://www.octa.net/pdf/m2ordinance.pdf
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Comment PC-P35-8 

The financial problems of the SR-73 toll road located in southern Orange County are well 
known. All motorists pay a toll to use that road. The tolled Express Lanes proposed in 
Alternative 3 are only two lanes of I-405 in each direction. The remainder of the lanes on I-405 
remains free, and HOVs meeting the occupancy requirement will use the Express Lanes free. For 
additional information, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

The SR-91 Express Lanes are considered successful traffic management. They do not eliminate 
congestion in the GP lanes; they provide an option to that congestion to motorists willing to pay 
a toll. The tolls are set at the rates necessary to maintain high-speed operations. For an 
explanation of how this management works, please see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. For 
additional information, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-P35-9 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P35-7. 

Comment PC-P35-10 

Caltrans and OCTA have made design revisions to the build alternatives, as discussed in Chapter 
2 of the Final EIR/EIS, to avoid many of the community concerns/impacts identified during the 
Draft EIR/EIS public comment period. As a result of these design revisions, relocation of the 
soundwall adjacent to Almond Avenue is no longer required for Alternative 3. Please see 
Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-P35-11 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P35-10. 

Comment PC-P35-12 

Please see Common Response – Property Values. 

Comment PC-P35-13 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P35-10. 

Comment PC-P35-14 

The conditions will not be the same as during construction activities during the WCC Project. As 
proposed in the Preferred Alternative, only one lane shift will be required coming onto I-405 via 
the Seal Beach Boulevard on-ramp. 
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Comment PC-P35-15 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, a Supplemental Traffic 
Study has been prepared to address potential operational concerns in the city of Long Beach and 
Los Angeles County, and Section 3.1.6 of the Final EIR/EIS was updated accordingly. Please see 
Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-P35-16 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P35-15. 

Comment PC-P35-17 

No one is obligated to use the Express Lanes in Alternative 3. Express Lanes provide an option 
for a reliable uncongested trip in exchange for payment of a toll. 

Comment PC-P35-18 

Please see Section 3.1.2, Growth, of the Draft EIR/EIS for growth inducement analysis. 

Comment PC-P35-19 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P35-10. 

Comment PC-P35-20 

Relocating the gas lines in College Park East is one of three options. The option (Option 1) that 
retains the gas/petroleum lines on the south side of I-405 within Navy jurisdiction is the 
preferred option and will be pursued. 

Comment PC-P35-21 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P35-10. 

Comment PC-P35-22 

Sections 3.2.6, Air Quality, and 3.2.7, Noise, of the Draft EIR/EIS adequately analyze the air 
quality and noise impacts from the project. Please see Common Responses – Air Quality and 
Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-P35-23 

Please see Common Responses – Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P36 

Comment PC-P36-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P37 

Comment PC-P37-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Alternatives to the alignment of the new on-ramp from Ellis Avenue were considered during the 
draft phase. The proposed alignment provides the most advantageous operation while upholding 
safety by allowing sufficient storage capacity during ramp metering.  

Comment PC-P37-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P37-1. Construction of the soundwall on retaining wall 
would be manageable from the freeway side due to the 5 to 6 feet of buffer. 

Comment PC-P37-3 

The main purpose for the new on-ramp is to alleviate the intersection used to serve the 
southbound ramps, Ellis Avenue/Euclid Street, and the OCSD property. Currently, during AM 
peak period, the left-turn movement onto the southbound on-ramp impacts Ellis Avenue to the 
south. The new ramp would allow direct access to the southbound on-ramp without impacting 
the southbound Euclid Street traffic.  

Comment PC-P37-4 

The heavy volume entering the southbound I-405 from the existing and proposed on-ramps at the 
Euclid Street/Ellis Avenue interchange requires an auxiliary lane.  

Comment PC-P37-5 

A Traffic Study for the project was completed and is summarized in Section 3.1.6 of the Draft 
EIR/EIS.  

Comment PC-P37-6 

Increasing the number of vehicles discharged by the ramp meter will increase the flow of traffic 
entering I-405 and increase the turbulence and congestion in the traffic stream on I-405.  
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Comment PC-P37-7 

To address the queue on Ellis Avenue, the volume of traffic entering I-405 from the existing 
ramp would exceed the capacity of the on-ramp at the point where it becomes a single lane 
downstream of the ramp meter. The second on-ramp is needed to distribute the traffic to two 
separate entrances so that it can smoothly join the traffic stream on I-405.  

Comment PC-P37-8 

The proposed on-ramp from Ellis Avenue would alleviate the local traffic from driving north to 
access the southbound I-405. The new ramp provides direct access to I-405. Note that without 
the new ramp, the existing soundwall would still need to be reconstructed on a retaining wall 
closer to the Mesa Verde residents based on the additional lane created from the southbound loop 
on-ramp from Ellis Avenue/Euclid Street. 

Comment PC-P37-9 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P37-1.  

Comment PC-P37-10 

A measure is in place in Table S-1, Project Impact Summary Table, Avoidance, Minimization 
and/or Mitigation Measures. GEO-7 discusses compliance with geotechnical and seismic safety 
standards and practices included in the final design package. In addition, during the design 
phase, special provisions under the structures section will contain language as part of the 
vibration and monitoring plan for contingencies for structures that may be damaged due to 
construction activities. 

Comment PC-P37-11 

Based on current retaining wall standards and the buffer between the ROW and the proposed 
retaining wall, sufficient clearance is available to construct the entire footing in State ROW. 

Comment PC-P37-12 

Horizontal clearance between elevated highway structures, such as freeway viaducts and ramps 
and adjoining buildings, is 15 ft. Because the soundwall and retaining wall is not elevated, 
clearance should be met. The foundation to support the soundwall and retaining wall would be 
designed and specified to meet the latest seismic codes in California. 

Comment PC-P37-13 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P37-12. In addition, a concrete barrier on the freeway side 
of the soundwall would shield any errant vehicles from going over to the adjacent property. 
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Comment PC-P37-14 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P37-12. 

Comment PC-P37-15 

Comment noted. Any structural damage to the property wall would be covered under the 
vibration and monitoring plan in the contract specifications to be prepared in the design phase of 
the project. 

Comment PC-P37-16 

Maintenance of the buffer of 5 to 6 ft will be done under the same agreement in place. The 
physical maintenance would be performed, and typical access from the freeway side would be 
available. Maintenance would be done without large equipment. 

Comment PC-P37-17 

Construction, especially with drilling or driving piles, would take place during the day as with 
OCTA’s WCC Project in the Seal Beach area. Special provisions would be in place and prepared 
during the design phase. 

Comment PC-P37-18 

Construction from Moon Park to Harbor Boulevard is planned early in construction as part of the 
Stage 1 activities that cover areas beyond the reach from Moon Park to Harbor Boulevard. The 
total duration is estimated at 18 months. The actual construction for this reach would most likely 
be less than 18 months based on the scope of work within this location.  

Comment PC-P37-19 

Please see Common Response – Compensation for Construction Impacts. 

Comment PC-P37-20 

It is not anticipated that access to your property will be required based on the scope of work 
required for the freeway widening and wall construction.  

Comment PC-P37-21 

Air quality Measures AQ-1 through AQ-14, described in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, will 
avoid and/or minimize all construction-related air quality effects. Please see Common 
Responses – Air Quality and Compensation for Construction Impacts. 

Comment PC-P37-22 

Please see Response to Comment PC-P37-20. 
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Comment PC-P37-23 

Please see Common Response – Compensation for Construction Impacts. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P38 

Comment PC-P38-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

We appreciate your concern. All of the build alternatives include a new entrance ramp from 
eastbound Ellis Avenue to I-405 southbound. This ramp will reduce the queuing on Ellis Avenue 
that occurs nearly every morning as described in the comment. Alternatives to the alignment of 
the new on-ramp from Ellis Avenue were considered during the draft phase. The proposed 
alignment provides the most advantageous operation, while upholding safety by allowing 
sufficient storage capacity during ramp metering. The existing soundwall will be moved, but it 
will still be located within State ROW. 

Radiant heat effects are typically not considered for freeway soundwalls. Throughout the I-405 
corridor, there are existing and proposed conditions in which soundwalls are or will be placed 
adjacent to the State ROW. In some instances, there are existing soundwalls within 10 ft of a 
two-story residence, and they would not likely have any measureable effect on interior or 
exterior air temperature at 10 ft. 

Please see Common Response – Property Values. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-P39 

Comment PC-P39-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-P40 

Comment PC-P40-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 
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